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13219, Adulteration and misbranding of bleached grain. U, S. v. 2970
Sacks of Bleached Grain, Decree of condemnation and forfeiture,
Product released under bond 1o be relabeled. (F. & D. No. 18590.
I. 8. No. 18304—v, S. No. E-3927.)

On May 21, 1924, the United States attorney for the Southern Distriet of
Georgia, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
Distriet Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 270 sacks of bleached grain, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at Augusta, Ga., alleging that the article had been shipped
by 8. Zorn & Co., from Louisville, Ky., on or about May 7, 1924, and transported
from the State of Kentucky into the State of Georgia, and charging adulteration
and misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act. The. article was
labeled in part: (Sack) “ Cresent Mixed Oats Other Grains Zorn Bleached
Grain,” (tag) ‘150 Lbs. Bleached Crescent Grain Made By 8. Zorn, & Co.
Louisville, Ky. * * * Ingredients: Oats, Barley And Other Grains.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a sub-
stance, screenings, had been substituted wholly or in part for the said article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the designation * Mixed Oats?”
wag false and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser, in that it
represented that the article was mixed oats, whereas it was not mixed oats
but was screenings, and the words “ Other Grains ” did not correct the mis-
leading impression conveyed. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason
that the designation * Qats,” borne on the tag attached to the sack, was false
and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser, in that it represented
that the article was oats, barley, and other grains, whereas it was not oats,
barley, and other grains but was screenings.

On June 17, 1924, S. Zorn & Co., Louisville, Ky., having appeared as claimant
for the property, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it
was ordered by the court that the product be released to the said claimant upon
payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the sum
of $1,000, in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in part that it
be relabeled “ Bleached Crescent Grain Screenings.”

R. W. DunLAP, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

13220. Adulteration of tomato catsup. U. 8. v. 640 Cases of Tomato Catsup.
Defaunlt decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destraction. (F.
& D. No. 16758. I. S. No. 3008-v. 8. No. E—-4132,)

On September 1, 1922, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of Georgia, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 640 cases, containing 8-ounce bottles, of tomato catsup,
remaining unsold in the original packages at Savannah, Ga., alleging that the
article had been shipped by H. N. Weller & Co., from Richmond, Mich., on or
about October 22, 1920, and transported from the State of Michigan into the
State of Georgia, and charging adulteration in violation of the food and drugs
act. The article was labeled in part: “ Red Line Brand Tomato Catsup.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it con-
sisted wholly or in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid vegetable substance,
an analysis of the said product showing the presence of execessive mold.

On February 5, 1923, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entéred, and it was ordered by the
courl that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

R. W. DUNLAP, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

13221. Adulieration of canned sardines. U. S. v. 39 Cases and 36 Cases of
Sardines. Decree of condemnation, forfeitare, and destruction,
(F. & D. No. 19170. 1. 8. Nos. 13199-v, 13200-v. S. No. E-5013.)

On or about November 15, 1924, the United States attorney for the Northern
District of New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture,
filed in the District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying
the seizure and condemmation of 75 cases of sardines, at Binghamton, N. Y.,
alleging that the article had been shipped by the Seacoast Canning Co., East-
port, Me., on or about July 8, 1924, and transported from the State of Maine
into the State of New York, and charging adulteration in violation of the food
and drugs act. The consignment consisted of two brands labeled in part, re-
spectively : “ Sea Lion Brand Maine Sardines Packed By Seacoast Canning Co.,
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